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IN  THE  NAME  OF  THE  MOST  MERCIFUL  GOD. 


Gentlemen  ! A lecturer  is  generally  regarded  in  the  light  of  a 
teacher.  It  would  be  a mere  presumption  on  my  part  to  stand 
forth  before  so  able  an  audience  and  claim  to  teach  it.  I very 
sincerely  say  that  I am  here  to  learn  aud  not  to  teach.  I have 

been  introduced  to  you  as  a graduate,  but  I introduce  myself 

to  you  as  a student,  and  a student  in  two  senses.  On  the  one 
hand,  I am  a student  of  the  Lahore  Medical  College,  and  on  the 
other,  I am  a student  of  the  Anjuman-i-Himait-i-lslam.  You 
will  perhaps  wonder  as  I call  myself  a student  of  the 
Anjuman.  The  Anjuman,  I think,  is  a school  for  young 

educated  Mohammadans  to  cultivate  their  power  of  public 

speaking  in  the  English  language — a school  which  I regret 

to  say,  has  very  few  students  ; because  most  of  our  graduates 
and  under-graduates,  when  they  leave  the  benches  of  Colleges  seek 
after  chairs  in  offices.  These  office  chairs  and  a small  sura  of 
money  are  the  goal  at  which  they  aim,  and  to  which,  as  they 
think,  they  are  destined.  I am,  gentlemen,  one  of  the  very  few  students 
of  this  school,  and  this  is  my  first  lesson.  Though  a graduate, 
I can  in  no  way  represent  the  respectable  diplomised  class, 
my  studies  being  extremely  limited  and  my  ability  in  the  English 
language  only  deplorable.  • Any  pretensions  to  this  claim  on  my 
part  will,  therefore,  detract  from  the  high  opinion  which  the 
public  entertain  about  graduates. 

The  subject  upon  which  I am  to  speak  this  evening  is 
“ Polygamy.”  The  various  bearings,  the  moral,  the  social  and  the 
religious,  in  which  the  subject  cau  be  considered,  render  it  extremely 
difficult  and  too  delicate  for  me  to  handle.  Although  I confess 
that  I will  not  be  able  to  do  justice  to  the  subject  on  accouut  of 
my  special  weakness  in  theology,  yet  I touch  it  for  its  great  importance 
so  that  it  might  serve  at  least  as  an  impetus  for  the  educated 
fraction  of  our  community  to  think  over  subjects  of  this  nature. 

There  are  various  reasons  for  which  I have  taken  this  subject — 

a.  Because  it  is  one  of  the  most  important  social  questions 
of  Islam  ; and  hence  to  us  it  is  of  special  importance  and  interest. 

b.  Because  it  is  one  of  those  doctrines  which  have  been 
most  misunderstood  by  the  general  Mohammadan  community. 
There  are  some  who  allow,  or  indulge  in  an  indefinite  multipli- 
cation of  wives,  while  on  the  other  hand  there  are  those  who 
condemn  polygamy  as  the  most  despicable  practice.  Both 
sides  have  gone  to  extremes,  both  do  net  understand  the  poly- 


gamy  of  Islam.  One  part  consider  the  question  very  lightly.  They 
have  fallen  into  the  old  mistake  of  taking  permission  for  the 
mandate  ; and  the  mere  knowledge  that  polygamy  is  allowed 
by  Islam  is  for  them  enough  to  find  an  excuse  for  the  gratification 
of  their  lust,  until  their  conscience  becomes  so  blunted  that 
their  Harem  is  filled  with  misery  and  wretchedness.  The  other 
party  do  not  at  all  consider  the  polygamy  of  Islam  ; they 
base  their  judgments  on  the  polygamy  which  is  practised  in  the 
first  party  ; but  they  are  equally  guilty  of  not  trying  to  under- 
stand the  true  principles  of  Islam  with  regard  to  the  doctrine. 

c.  Because  it  is  one  of  those  points  wThich  appear  as  a flaw 
to  those  who  do  not  profess  Islam.  These,  our  brethren,  perfectly  un- 
acquainted with  the  doctrine  and  especially  with  the  sound  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  based,  make  it  a special  subject  of  reference 
in  attacking  Islam — nay,  they  go  so  far  as  to  utter  calumnies 
againt  our  blessed  Prophet,  as  the  founder  of  Islam,  for  the 
polygamy  which  he  personally  practised.  This  is  the  result  of  pre- 
judice which  has  blinded  their  mind’s  eye. 

d.  That  the  young  educated  Mohammadans  who  evince  a mark 
ed  ignorance  of  their  religion,  at  once  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
polygamy  of  Islam  is  one  of  its  weakest  points,  and  so  they  begin 
to  criticise  their  religion  with  reference  to  this  point  or  to  other  points 
which  they  have  equally  misunderstood.  This  young  generation  of 
the  present  day — the  so-called  hope  of  the  nation — when  they  come 
in  111  contact  with  Western  civilisation  and  culture,  when  they  read 
the  alluring  couplets  of  poets  like  Tennyson  on  the  equality 
of  man  and  woman,  as, 

The  woman’s  cause  is  man’s  ; they  rise  or  sink 
Together,  dwarfed  or  godlike,  boud  or  free  , 

when  they  see  the  sweet  home-life  of  the  Western  nations,  when  they 
see  the  misery  that  prevails  in  the  seraglios  of  lustful  Mohaiumadan 
chiefs — the  bad  abusers  of  their  sacred  religion — they  begin  to  think 
with  Muir  that  polygamy  “ strikes  at  the  root  of  public  morals,  poison 
ing  public  life  and  disorganising  so  ciety  j freedom  of  judgment  in 
religion  is  crushed.and  annihilated.” 

In  order  to  avoid  unneccessary  repetition,  I would  divide  the  sub- 
ject in  the  following  manner  : — 

].  Connection  of  man  and  woman — marriage 

2.  Relation  of  mau  and  woman. 

3.  Polygamy, 

4.  Divorce. 

I. — Marriage. 

Marriage  is  the  union  for  life  of  a man  and  a woman  at  their 
mutual  consent,  so  that  each  may  be  a help  and  comfort  to  the  other. 
The  objects  which  Nature  has  in  view  from  marriage  are  two-fold  : — 

I.  Self  preservation. — Self-preservation  is  the  first  law  of  Nature, 
and  Nature  lias  adopted  two  methods  for  this  purpose — 
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1.  Ingestion  of  food  or  its  introduction  into  tli6  system,  and 
evacuation  of  its  residue. 

2.  Secretions,  as  the  remote  result  of  growth  and  development — 
consequent  to  the  introduction  of  food,  and  its  conversion  into  the 
sabstanee  of  the  body.  These  secretions  are  particular  pro- 
ducts of  the  vital  economy,  and  in  order  to  preserve  health  they 
require  to  be  discharged,  some  voluntarily  and  others  spontaneously. 

No  one  can  deny  that  vivid  imagination,  keen  understanding  and 
power  of  retention — or  in  other  words,  the  vitality  of  mind — 
depend,  to  a very  large  extent,  upon  the  normal  discharge  of  that 
secretion — the  vital  fluid  or  the  semen  as  it  is  techincallv  called.  On 
studying  the  characters  of  those  perions  who  indulge  themselves  in 
sexual  excess,  e.g.,  the  lustful  polygamist,  the  wretched  masterbators, 
the  debauchees,  and  even  those  who  without  trespassing  the  bounds 
of  morality  resort  to  frequency  in  the  gratification  of  their  sexual 
desires,  we  will  find  that  the  vitaliy  of  their  mmd  has  been  very 
materially  injured  and  that  the  excess  has  greatly  told  upon  the  tone 
of  their  system.  On  the  other  hand  if  the  excretion  of  the  seminal 
fluid  were  entirely  checked,  sirndar  deraugemeut  of  system  would 
bo  the  inevitabla  result. 

II.  Reproduction  or  propagation  of  the  kind  under  most  favourable 
conditions. 

There  can  be  no  hesitation  to  believe  repioduction  as  an  ob- 
ject of  marriage,  for  if  there  were  no  murriage,  multiplication 
of  human  beings,  and  practically  the  whole  world,  would  come  to 
an  end. 

A questiou  might  here  suggest  iself  that  both  these  objects 
might  be  accomplished  without  any  legal  marriage,  or,  in  other  words 
when  the  excretion  of  the  seminal  fluid  is  requisite  for  self-preserva- 
tion and  propagation,  why  enter  at  all  into  matrimonial  bonds,  when 
it  can  be  brought  about  by  adultery.  Let  us  now  imagine  the  state 
of  a society  in  which  no  man  has  got  his  own  wife  and  no  woman 
her  own  husband. 

a.  A man  will  get  hold  of  any  -woman  that  attracts  him  and 
will  thus  gratify  his  Inst  so  frequently  as  to  lead  him  to  excess.  The 
physical  basis  of  his  life  will  be  deteriorated,  and  his  whole  moral 
nature  will  be  irrevocably  corrupted. 

b.  Impregnation  will  be  impracticable  and  the  woman’s  ovum 
will  gradually  lose  all  its  activity.  This  fact  can  be  easily  borrie  out 
by  a glance  at  the  prostitutes  of  the  bazar,  very  few  among  them 
bearing  children. 

e.  Even  if  we  suppose  that  impregnation  does  take  place 
and  children  are  born,  there  will  be  no  one  father  to  claim  the 
children  and  to  afford  them  proper  nourishment  and  training.  There 
will  be  unknown  fathers  and  unknown  children,  but  every  father 
will  be  a childless  father  and  every  child  will  be  a fatherless  child  ; 
and  the  old  Roman  proverb,  “Clever  is  the  man  who  knows  his  father,” 
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will  be  very  appropriately  applicable.  The  mother,  of  course,  will  not 
be  able  to  keep  them,  and  they  will  be  left  to  shift  for  themselves 
when  they  are  too  young  to  do  so.  The  younger  generation  will  be 
starved  to  death  and  further  reproduction  will  cease  for  ever. 

d.  The  light  of  love,  the  most  important  source  of  human 
happiness  will  bo  extinguished,  never  to  be  lighted  again  ; for  there 
will  be  no  special  object  of  love  for  man  as  well  as  for  woman. 

e.  Society  will  have  no  existence  ; no  house  will  be  worth  the 
name  ; man  will  be  no  longer  a gregarious  animal,  and  brutality 
will  characterise  the  human  beings. 

/.  There  will  be  no  education,  no  training,  no  system;  and 
culture,  whether  intellectual,  moral  or  spirtual,  will  leave  the  world. 

In  brief,  I should  say,  human  beings  will  be  degenerated  to 
brutes. 

Hence  it  is  evident  that  it  is  marriage,  legal  marriage  alone, 
that  brings  about  the  accomplishment  of  the  two  primary  objects 
of  marriage. 

Relation  of  man  to  woman. 

The  doctrine  of  the  relative  position  of  man  and  woman  has 
been  variously  discussed.  Man  generally  depicts  himself  the  sole  mas- 
ter who  has  enthralled  the  poor  weaker  sex  ; and  woman  represents 
herself  as  in  every  way  superior  to  man.  Dr.  Trail,  an  American 
physiologist,  quotes  a very  interesting  passage  written  by  a woman. 
Says  the  author — 

“ But  the  late  Mrs.  Farnham,  in  her  admirable  book,  ‘ Woman 
and  her  era,’  contends  for  the  actual  superiority  of  woman  as  the 
highest  type  of  organisation  yet  produced  ou  the  earth.  She 

claims  that  because  woman  has  all  the  organs,  or  their  analogues, 
that  man  has,  and  two  (the  uterus  and  mamma)  which  he  does  not 
possess,  she  is  organically  and  in  function,  a superior  being.”* 

There  is  no  doubt  in  the  ingenuity  of  the  writer  ; she  has  very 
ably  supported  lief  cause  and  proved  in  a very  eloquont  way  her 
superiority  to  the  opposite  sex.  But  she  has  not  taken  into  consider- 
ation the  simple  fact  that  the  difference  in  the  organisation  of  man 
and  woman  is  merely  functional.  They  are  the  two  agents  who 
have  to  carry  out  by  their  co-operation  the  all-important  command — 
“Increase  and  multiply  and  replenish  the  earth”  and  for  this 
purpose  they  have  been  given  different  organs.  We  cannot  in  fact 
deny  that  the  woman  plays  the  greater  part.  She  spends  her 
time,  her  health,  in  performing  this  duty,  but  she  oannot  for  this 
reason  be  held  as  as  a higher  being  than  man.  She  stands  to  him  as 
a subordinate  officer  to  a higher  one,  the  former  having  more  work 


* Mrs.  Farnhara’s  remarks  are  so  lengthy  that  I cannot  quote  them.  This 
quotation  is  sufficient  to  show  the  grounds  upon  which  she  has  baaed  the 
superiority  of  her  sex. 
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to  do  than  the  latter.  What  Mrs.  Farnhara  has  written  might  como 
from  the  pen  of  every  woman,  for  that  is  the  result  of  a natural 
reaction  against  those  encroachments  which  man  generally  makes 
upon  her  rights. 

Men  are  usually  prejudiced  in  picturing  women.  There  are 
some  who  have  been  so  fortunate  as  to  be  born  in  a good  family 
where  women  are  educated,  and  to  get  beautiful  and  noble  wives. 
These  men  in  the  blindness  of  their  partial  admiration  will  over- 
look any  shortcomings  on  the  part  of  the  females.  There  are  others 
who  have  not  have  had  the  luck  enough  to  get  an  amiable  and 
wished-for  associate;  they,  as  the  result  of  their  own  experience,  will 
draw  a very  hideous  picture  of  the  female  sex,  and  will  close  their 
eyes  from  those  rare  beauties  which  are  her  peculiar  charactristics. 
Both  go  to  extremes,  both  are  alloyed  with  some  tinge  of  prepossession. 
But  I say  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to  get  remarks  entirely 
devoid  of  partiality. 

1 cannot  upon  my  own  theory  exclude  myself  from  this  category  ; 
but  I have  tried  as  far  as  I could  to  weau  my  remarks  of  prejudice  or 
party-feeling.  In  my  opinion,  therefore,  man  and  woman  occupy 
the  same  position  on  the  scale  of  humanity  ; but  as  regards  their 
relation  to  each  other  in  family  or  society,  although  woman  possesses 
certain  qualities  characteristic  of  her  sex,  on  the  whole  she  is  subordi- 
nate toman.  The  general  error  that  we  fall  into  in  comparing  the 
relative  position  of  the  two  sexes  is  that  when  we  see  the  women  of 
civilised  countries  ; they  displace  from  our  mind  the  women  of  our  own 
country,  who  at  last  entirely  fade  away  from  before  us  as  too  insigni- 
ficant to  be  noticed.  In  order  to  base  our  judgments  on  true  pre- 
mises, we  ought  to  compare  these  glittering  stars  to  the  bright 
luminaries  of  their  own  horizon  and  not  to  the  dusky  spots  of  ours. 

Woman  has  got  certain  endowments  which  are  not  found  in  man — 

1.  Beauty. 

2.  Delicacy. 

3.  Love  for  children,  for  the  mothers  sacrifice  for  them  what 

the  fathers  would  not  do. 

4.  All-absorbing  and  all-controlling  desire  for  offspring. 

5.  She  imparts  her  qualities  to  the  child  during  the  course  of 

her  pregnancy,  even  afterwards  up  to  the  end  of  lactation 
period. 

These  are  endowments  which  the  fulfilment  of  her  natural  func- 
tion truly  demand. 

There  are  more  important  points,  however,  in  which  woman  is  far 
below  man  ; — 

1.  Physical  strength. — Even  before  she  bears  children  an  average 
woman  is  weaker  physically  than  an  average  man.  But  when  she 
begins  her  period  of  child-birth,  her  bodily  powers  are  greatly 
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diminished.  First  of  all  a healthy  woman  must  have  her  monthly 
course,  and  this  lasts  from  three  to  ten  days  in  each  month.  The 
menstrual  flow  or  mens  or  “ flowers  ” as  it  is  called,  consist  chiefly 
of  the  seminal  fluid  of  woman  with  a small  quantity  of  blood  which 
gives  it  a pale  reddish  colour.  It  may  even  consist  of  entire  semen 
without  any  drop  of  blood  whatever.  In  some  cases  only  blood  comes, 
but  this  is  due  to  hoemorrhage  and  not  to  the  usual  normal  menstrual 
flow.  In  every  case,  however,  whether  the  flowers  consist  of  semen 
alone,  or  of  semen  mingled  with  blood,  or  of  blood  alone  (as  in  dis- 
eased cases),  no  one  can  deny  that  the  flow  greatly  weakens  the 
female,  the  more  so  when  it  reiterates  its  attacks  every  month  in  the 
year. 

Pregnancy  itself  is  one  of  the  most  potent  causes  that  prey  upon 
the  woman’s  strength  and  health.  Every  one  knows  that  the  child, 
when  it  is  in  the  womb  of  its  mother  is  nourished  by  her  alone.  A 
large  part  of  the  blood  circulating  in  the  mother’s  body  is  set  apart 
by  Nature  for  this  specific  purpose. 

There  are  very  few  annuals  throughout  the  whole  range  of  the 
animal  kingdom,  whose  females  are  not  physically  weaker  than  their 
males. 

2.  She  is  inferior  to  man  in  general  intellectual  manifestations, 
for  her  attainments  generally  are  less.  There  have  been  no  doubt 
some  women  in  the  East  as  well  as  in  the  West,  who  have  evinced 
great  intellectual  powers.  If  we  carefully  trace  the  causes  of  the 
attainments  of  these  noble  women,  we  will  find  that  most  of  them 
have  not  been  paying  their  due  to  Nature.  Some  of  them  were  not 
married  at  all ; some,  though  married,  became  widows  early  in  life, 
while  others  married  very  late  in  life.  Most  of  these  did  not  fulfil 
with  requisite  propriety  the  function  which  ^Nature  had  specified  for 
them.  Their  energies  that  were  to  be  consumed  in  bearing  and 
rearing  children  have  been  almost  wholly  exercised  in  the  direction 
of  self-improvement ; and,  as  no  energy  is  ever  lost,  they  did 
improve  themselves.  Such  women,  therefore,  cannot  be  brought 
forth  as  example^  of  the  general  scope  of  womaa’s  capacities. 
Moreover,  these  women  stand  at  the  top  of  the  female  class  ; and 
if  we  compare  them  with  the  noblest  men,  the  gulf  between  them 
can  be  very  distinctly  seen.  It  becomes,  however,  more  apparent 
when  we  compare  the  attainments  of  an  average  man  with  those  of 
an  average  woman.  It  is  evident  that  her  physical  weakness  and 
the  frequent  attacks  upon  her  constitution  will  keep  her  at  a dis- 
advantage, for  she  will  not  have  enough  time,  even  if  she  have  it, 
she  will  not  be  able  to  suffer  so  much  hardship  as  man. 

Not  to  speak  of  the  difference  that  exists  in  the  cerebrul 
development  of  the  two  sexes,  a fact  which  is,  however,  doubted  : 
the  frequent  diminution  of  blood-supply  to  the  brain  of  woman, 
will  not  enable  it  to  manifest  its  powers  as  that  of  man.  She  is 
pregnant  for  nine  months,  then  the  periud  of  lactation  commences 
which  lasts  for  about  two  years,  After  a few  months'  rest  Bhe 
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is  Again  with  child  and  again  she  will  nurse.  The  period  of  rest  for 
her,  therefore,  if  she  goes  on  bearing  children  normally,  cannot  be 
more  than  two  years  in  every  four  years  of  her  age.  Hence  the  work 
accomplished  by  her  braiu  can  in  no  way  be  equal  to  that  of  man’s 
brain. 

3.  Let  us  now  take  the  moral  and  spiritual  departments.  It 
has  often  been  said  that  woman  is  naturally  more  moral  than  man, 
for  she  has  to  take  a much  greater  part  in  nourishing  and  training 
the  children,  therefore  she  has  less  opportunities  for  immoral  pro- 
pensities to  stain  her  character.  So  far  with  woman  it  is  all  right  ! 
She  has  less  occassion  to  be  immoral.  But  how  goes  it  with  man  ? 
Although  he  docs  not  take  the  same  part  in  family  engagements, 
yet  the  work  alloted  to  him  by  Nature  to  which  he  can  devote  his 
whole  time,  I mean  self-improvement,  &c.,  can  keep  him  much  more 
engaged  than  the  woman.  Man,  therefore,  considered  naturally,  lias 
no  occasion  at  all  to  be  immoral.  Moreover,  the  range  of  man’s 
moral  development  will  be  much  higher  than  that  of  woman,  for 
all  the  engagements  of  man  will  contribute  to  the  cultivation  of  his 
moral  faculties.  Similar  reasons  can  also  prove  her  spiritual 
inferiority. 

4.  She  has  less  sexual  power,  and  this  is  self-evident  ; for  if  she 

had  greater  sexual  power  than  man,  she  could  hardly  fulfil  her 
offices  of  pregnancy  and  lactation,  which  actually  suppress  sexual 
passion.  , 

5.  If  we  look  upon  woman  as  she  is  and  not  as  we  wish  her  to  be, 
we  must  find  in  her  certain  traits  of  character,  which  do  not  allow 
her  a position  superior  to  man.  She  is  often  obstinate  and  does  not 
overlook  the  faults  of  others  ; she  has  a petted  temper,  a narrow  mind 
and  a cunning  spirit.  Whether  this  is  due  to  Nature  or  to  man’s 
selfish  teaching,  as  some  contend,  I cannot  say,  yet  in  all  probabi- 
lity it  is  ascribable  to  both  of  these  causes.  She  is  undoubtedly  so 
by  Nature  ; but  the  prominence  of  these  qualities  is  due  to  the  selfish 
method  in  which  she  is  taught  to  look  upon  herself. 

6.  Woman  generally  depends  upon  man  for  support  ; for  he 
can  work  constantly,  while  the  woman  is  frequently  called  to  her 
duty  which  does  not  allow  her  to  work. 

One,  however,  must  guard  himself  against  the  supposition  that 
by  thus  advocating  the  superiority  of  the  male  over  the  female  sex, 
J di’ag  the  latter  so  low  as  to  subject  her  to  man’s  servility,  and  to 
serve  as  a mere  instrument  for  the  satisfaction  of  his  animal 
appetite.  Far  from  this.  I maintain  that  they  are  both  equally 
placed  in  their  respective  spheres,  but  the  sphere  of  man’s  powe  r and 
capacities  is,  to  some  extent,  of  a higher  type  than  woman’s  ; while,  as 
•wife  and  husband,  they  have  equal  claims  upon  each  other.  Although  in 
most  cases  the  vast  difference  that  exists  between  the  two  sexes  in 
some  countries  is,  to  a large  extent,  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  method 
in  which  the  woman  is  trained  to  look  upon  herself  and  by  the  society 
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in  which  she  walks,  yet  the  part  due  to  Nature  cannot  be  denied 
These  remarks  are  not  only  applicable  to  our  own  country,  but  to  the 
most  advanced  countries  as  well. 

POLYGAMY. 

Having  thus  established  the  superiority  of  man  to  woman  I pass 
on  now  to  the  proper  subject  of  polygamy.  If  we  pass  under  review 
the  ancient  history  of  the  world,  we  will  find  that  among  the  nations 
of  antiquity  polygamy  has  been  in  practice  in  the  East  as  well  as  in 
the  West.  The  laws  of  marriage  were  but  little  observed,  and  relation- 
ships, however  close,  were  not  at  all  regarded.  The  chiefs  of  societies 
were  the  sources  of  this  practice,  and  they  were  imitated  by  the  lower 
classes.  We  cannot,  however,  ignore  any  system  simply  because  it 
formed  a feature  of  society  in  its  infancy — simply  because  it  existed 
in  rude  antique  nations  ; we  must  consider  the  system  in  all  its  bear- 
ings, and  then  discard  it,  if  it  so  deserves. 

The  word  ‘polygamy’  includes  both  plurality  of  wives  and  plurality 
of  husbands — polygyny  and  polyandry-  The  proper  term  for  plurality 
of  wives  would,  therefore,  be  polygyny,  but  as  polygamy  is  generally 
used  to  denote  the  same  sense,  I will  also  use  that  term,  though 
scientifically  it  is  wrong. 

I need  not  dwell  at  all  upon  the  subject  of  polyandry,  for  on  the 
grounds  that  I have  given  for  the  inferiority  of  the  female  sex  it  would 
only  seem  absurd  even  to  conceive  of  one  woman  ministering  to  the 
desires  of  a number  of  husbands,  while  she  is  hardly  fit  to  keep  pace 
even  with  one.  The  advocates  of  man’s  superiority  to  the  female  sex 
can  in  no  way  allow  polyandry.  Those  who  give  an  equal  position 
to  the  two  sexes  cannot  allow  polyandry  unless  they  allow  polygamy. 
Those  who  maintain  the  superiority  of  the  female  sex  will  undoubted- 
ly deter  from  making  her,  under  any  circustances,  a slave  to  the  passions 
of  a number  of  men  : for  the  woman  has  desires  greatly  influenced 
and  modified  by  her  functional  activity — desires  which  are  to  be 
responded  to  by  constant  and  unchanged,  and  therefore  discordant, 
desires  of  the  husband.  By  considering  the  sexual  apparatus  of  the 
two  sexes  we  find  that  they  differ  very  widely  in  structure;  so  that  man’s 
might  be  called  active,  and  that  of  woman  passive  or  receptive.  Man 
can,  therefore,  enforco  sexual  intercourse  (though  for  certain  reasons  he 
should  not  do  so  at  all),  while  woman  can  never.  A polyandrons 
woman  would  consequently  seem  to  be  an  inconsistency.  The  social 
evils  that  accrue  from  such  a system  are  exactly  similar  to  those  that 
result  from  the  absence  of  any  legal  marriage,  to  which  I have  referred 
in  the  beginning. 

The  idea  of  sexual  intercourse  is  generally  associated  with  vulgarity 
or  indecency.  It  i3  on  this  account  that  polygamy,  inasmuch  as 
it  represents  a plurality  of  wives  and  frequency  in  the  act  of  sexual 
intercourse,  is  considered  by  the  strict  advocates  of  monogamy  to  be 
an  outcome  of  lust  and  sensuality.  Polygamy,  therefore,  in  its 
general  and  mistakren  application  would  mean  a plurality  of  wives, 
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the  increase  over  and  above  one  wife  being  meant  to  respond  to  th» 
desires  of  lust  and  indulgence.  This  polygamy  is  not  at  all  Islamic 
polygamy,  for  nothing  can  be  more  degrading  than  the  mere  lustful 
indulgence  of  sexual  intercourse,  and  Islam  condemns  such  a practice 
as  an  outrage  and  concubinage.  The  greatest  mistake,  therefore,  com 
mitted  by  non-Mohammadan  nations  in  cirticising  Islam,  is  to  look  upou 
its  polygamy  in  a sense  quite  different  from  the  one  in  which  Islam 
takes  it. 

The  permission  of  Islam  for  polygamy  is  not  without  foundation  ; 
it  is  based  upon  natural  grounds,  and  if  we  know  these  by  minutely 
analysing  the  human  nature,  we  must  be  convinced  of  the  fact,  that  as 
a practical  physiologist,  our  Prophet  was  far  in  advance  of  the 
physicians  of  the  present  day.  The  reasons  for  polygamy  can  be  classi- 
fied into  Essential  and  Accidental. 

A.  Essential. 

a.  That  the  period  of  man’s  virility,  that  is,  the  period  duriug 
which  he  is  able  to  procreate,  is  much  longer  than  the  corresponding 
period  of  woman.  Woman’s  age  of  puberty  and  man’s  age  of  maturity 
are  generally,  with  a slight  difference,  15  years  in  either  case  ; but  the 
critical  age  of  woman,  or  her  turn  of  life  is  fortyeight,  and  may  some 
times  be  about  sixty  ; while  the  corresponding  age  of  man  is  not  less 
than  sixty  and  may  even  rise  to  ninety. 

There  can  be  no  reason,  therefore,  why  a perfectly  healthy  and  strong 
man,  whose  wife,  although  she  has  got  children,  has  attained  her  turn 
of  life,  should  not,  if  be  is  still  able  to  procreate,  marry  a second  wife, 
when  he  wishes  to  do  so,  and  feels  himself  able  to  bear  all  the 
troubles  consequent  on  such  marriages.  When  sexual  intercourse  is 
necessary  to  energise  all  the  powers  of  mind  and  body,  why  should  he 
not  be  allowed  the  privilege  of  providing  himself  with  it  when  his  old 
age  demands  it  ? I believe  that  the  period  of  decline  is  the  period  of 
perfect,  almost  unalloyed  happiness — the  season  for  the  highest  enjoy- 
ments. “ Then  the  passions  are  disciplined  and  subdued,  the  moral 
powers  are  in  the  ascendant,  the  intellect  is  stored  with  treasures  of 
knowledge,  the  mistakes  and  error  of  half  a century  have  taught  the 
lessons  of  wisdom — ,to  know  right  and  wrong,  and  how  to  use  all  the 
things  of  the  universe  without  abusing  any,  a thousand  vicissitudes  of 
fortune  and  many  disappointments  have  fixed  the  aspirations  of  the 
immortal  mind  more  firmly  and  more  trustingly  on  the  “ life  to  come,” 
and  the  varied  experiences  of  good  and  ill  have  taught,  as  nothing 
else  could,  the  soul  to  a just  and  true  recognition  of  its  relations  to  all 
external  things  and  to  all  other  beings  ; whilst  the  pains  and  penalties 
of  its  manifold  transgressions  have  educated  it  into  harmony  with 
the  laws  of  its  organisation — with  itself,  its  fellow  beings  and  its 
Creator.” 

As  the  vitality  imparled  to  the  new  being  during  the  sexual  in 
tercourse  comes  more  from  the  father  than  from  the  mother,  the  child- 
ren of  old  age,  when  man  himself  is  healthy  and  strong,  will  inherit 
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their  father’s  capacities  and  powers  when  these  are  at  their  best  ; they 
will  then  be  the  true  representatives  of  their  parent.  Although  for 
me  it  is  only  to  say  this,  yet  those,  “ who  are  a lamp  to  the  feet  of 
youth,”  will  very  well  see  the  truth  of  what  I have  said. 

There  can  be  no  spectacle  on  the  earth  stranger,  yet  more  pleas- 
ing, than  the  sight  of  a pair — a happy  pair — the  man  above  fifty  and 
the  woman  just  at  the  end  of  her  teens — one  on  the  thereshold  of 
his  green  old  age  and  the  other  in  the  very  sublime  of  her  bright  and 
beauteous  youth — the  one  with  a full  relish  for  moral  and  intellectu- 
cal  achievemets,  pouring  into  the  heart  of  his  helpmate  all  his  know- 
ledge, wisdom  and  experience,  elevating  her  soul  with  his  own  accom- 
plishments, ennobling  her  mind  with  the  inspirations  of  the  most 
refined  sentiments  that  he  has  gathered  from  the  harvest  of  his  perfectly 
ripened  field  of  long  age,  and  rendering  her  after  all  a fit  stay  for  hia 
aged  stature  ; while  the  other  with  her  blooming  roses  of  youth,  with 
a face  untrodden  by  the  wrinkles  of  age,  with  her  graceful,  sprightly 
movements  and  with  a complete  comeliness  playing  all  about  her,  act- 
ing as  a magnet  to  her  aged  associate’s  vitality,  buoying  up  his  men- 
tal and  bodily  framework,  giving  an  invigorating  impetus  to  his 
decaying  sensibilities,  by  powerful  emanations  from  her  sweet  juvenile 
smiles.  She  warms  his  bosom  as  the  virgin  who  warmed  the  bosom 
of  David.  She  imbibes  from  him  his  noble  beauties  of  mind  which  are 
reflected  by  her  face,  he  takes  from  her  a livelihood  manifested  by  his 
behaviour  towards  the  lovely  spouse.  Both  give  and  take  each  other’s 
qualities  and  are  at  last  commingled  into  one.  * 

This  would  perhaps  appear  to  be  an  exaggerated  picture,  and  at 
the  same  time  a cruel  one,  for  the  previous  wife,  as  one  might  say, 
would  be  thrown  into  the  background  of  oblivion.  She  is  not  entirely 
displaced  from  her  husband’s  mind  ; she  is  still  provided  with  all  she 
requires  ; she  has  still  her  husband’s  love,  though  not  his  whole  heart  ; 
she  is  still  kindly  behaved;  she  is  still  a prominent  factor  of  the  family; 
she  is  still  the  chief  counsellor  in  household  businesses;  her  children,  if 
any,  are  still  looked  upon  by  the  father  with  the  same  parental  affec- 
tion ; she  has  still  around  her  those  bright  and  soul-inspiring  faces, 
which  formed  once  the  only  hope  of  her  life.  She  cannot,  without 
tingiug  her  character  with  a stain  of  selfishness,  look  upon  her  so-called 
rival,  with  jealousy,  only  because  that  she  has  shared  her  husband’s 
love  for  rendering  him  a service  which  she  herself  is  unable  to  render. 

(b  ) During  the  period  of  woman’s  pregnancy  man  can  impregnate 
another  woman.  Every  being  throughout  the  wholerange  of  the  animal 
kingdom,  from  the  simplest  organisation  of  monad  to  the  most  complex 
orgainsation  of  man,  is  characterised  by  the  power  of  self-propagation — 
of  multiplying  itself.  Sexual  intercourse  in  lower  animals  is  merely 
a generative  act.  They  reproduce  their  species  from  generation  to 

* One  might  here  object  to  the  practicability  of  such  a union;  for  young  girls 
generally  dislike  to  be  yoked  with  old  men.  For  answer  to  this  objection  I refer  the 
reader  to  the  definition  of  marriage  that  I have  given  in  the  beginning,  and  to 
the  fifth  Islamic  law  of  marriage  and  divorce  (page  15). 
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generation,  without  in  the  least  manifesting  any  tendeucy  to  im- 
provement, for  they  have  no  menatlity.  Sexual  passion  in  them 
is  a vital  manifestation,  but  the  gratification  of  this  passion  is  a 
vito-uiechanical  action,  because,  as  we  see,  tbeir  sexual  desires  are 
always  governed  by  seasons.  Tire  breeders  of  domestic  animals 
avail"  themselves  of  this  law  of  Nature,  and  they  only  bring  the 
sexes  together  when  they  know  that  their  connection  will  end  in 
fructification. 

In  human  beings,  on  the  other  hand,  that  uniformity  in  the 
scale  of  instinct  is  disturbed  from  age  to  ago.  They  are  always 
changing,  the  change  tending  to  improvement  and  perfection; 
their  passions  are  not  under  the  domain  of  seasons,  but  they  are 
governed  by  their  own  undefiled  instinct.  From  the  moment  of 
conception,  the  man  has  to  wait  at  least  for  two  years  until  the 
periods  of  gestation  or  impregnation,  and  lactation  or  suckling  the 
infant  are  completed.  If  he  repeats  the  sexual  act  during  this 
period,  he  will  only  stout  the  growth  of  the  seedling  he  has  im- 
planted while  it  is  yet  germinating,  he  will  frustrate  his  hope 
of  his  own  accord,  he  will  unconsciously  commit  a sin  in  the  eye3 
of  God  as  well'as  iu  that  of  man  bv  destroying  the  life  of  a germ 
whose  growth  is  in  every  way  predestinated.  Again,  when  his  wife 
is  able  to  respond  to  his  desire,  a single  sexual  embrace. — one  coitus 
alone,  is  very  frequently  sufficient  to  conceive  her,  and  she  is 
again  in  a position  to  deny  her  husband’s  embrace;  her  own  passion 
is  naturally  pacified,  and  she  has  little  or  no  desire  for  sexual  in- 
tercourse, till  full  two  years  more  have  elapsed.  No  such  natural 
subsidence  is  ever  marked  in  the  passions  of  man  after  woman’s 
conception,  and  he  has  to  regulate  his  desire  by  instinct  and  by 
forethought.  If  he  then  seek  to  enjoy  another  woman’s  society  in 
a legal  way,  keeping  in  mind  his  health  and  other  sources  of  peace, 
he  is  not  committing  a sin,  for  he  cannot  help  himself  any  more 
than  woman  can  help  her  conception,  her  pregnancy  and  similar 
other  functions#  which  it  is  her  lot  to  serve.  When  there  is  no  natural 
restraint  upon  the  exercise  of  the  propensities  in  exercising  them, 
lie  cannot  act  unnaturally  or  abnormally  . “ True  physiology  teaches 

us  that  there  is  nothing  low,  nothing  base,  nothing  degrading, 
nothing  demoralising,  nothing  sensualising,  nothing  impure  in  the 
normal  exercise  of  any  faculty  or  propensity  with  which  human 
beings  are  endowed-” 

(«).  There  are  no  reasons  for  man  to  be  a strictly  monogamistic- 
animal  as  there  are  for  certain  other  animals  like  the  pigeon,  the 
tiger,  &c. 

These  are  some  of  the  Essential  l’easons  by  which  man  can  b« 
allowed  to  be  polygamistic  ; there  are,  moreover,  several  Accidental 
circumstances  under  which  he  may  be  allowed  or  sometimes  even 
forced,  to  have  more  wives  than  one. 

Accidental. 

(a).  The  wife  may  be  sterile — In  face  of  the  great  love  that 
might  exist  between  her  and  her  husband,  both,  or  at  least  one  of 
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them,  might  yield  to  that  strong  tendency  of  becoming  parent  which 
Nature  has  so  intimately  blended  with  the  human  mind.  It  is 
more  markedly  manifested  by  the  female  sex.  There  are  many 
living  examples  of  women  who  have  not  been  able  to  beget  children 
and  who  have,  curiously  enough,  compelled  their  husbands  to  have 
oher  wives  so  that  they  might  be  blessed  with  offspring. 

(b.)  There  may  be  some  natural  incongruity  between  the  semen 
of  man  and  the  ovum  of  the  woman,  and  this  might  be  a cause  of  the 
family  being  childless.  In  this  case  also  a second  wife  may  be  allowed 
without  any  violation  of  the  laws  of  Nature. 

(c) .  A man  might  have  children,  but  these  may  be  all  female. 
The  male  members  being  in  all  societies  the  chief  productive  factors 
of  the  family,  the  desire  for  male  children  is  stronger  than  that 
for  females  ; and  in  order  to  fulfil  this  desire  a man  might  safely 
have  a second  wife. 

(d) .  The  previous  wife  may  have  some  disease,  either  of  the 
generative  organs  to  which  women  are  more  subject  than  men,  or 
she  may  have  some  contagious  affection,  or  she  may  have  any  other 
bodily  suffering,  and  is  therefore  unable  to  bring  forth  healthy 
children. 

(e) .  She  may  be  of  a dull  head  or  of  bad  understanding,  <tc., 
and  her  children  are  likely  to  inherit  these  qualities  ; or  she  may 
be  of  a haughty  temper,  and  nob  perfectly  obedient,  like  the  wife  of 
Socrates.  The  husband  can  in  these  cases  marry  a second  wife,  one 
whose  offspring  may  be  possessed  of  better  qualities,  and  who  should 
not  mar  the  happiness  of  his  life  and  stunt  the  germ  of  love 
in  him. 

The  chief  object  of  marriage  is  the  propagation  of  the  species 
under  most  favorable  conditions,  that  is,  the  generation  of  offspring 
enjoying  sound  health,  bodily  as  well  as  mentally.  A marriage 
that  falls  short  of  accomplishing  this  object  (whether  due  to  acciden- 
tal or  natural  causes)  is  either  a marriage  to  be  superseded  or  at  least 
a marriage  that  requires  superaddition.  That  the  cases  of  manage  I 
have  cited  above  cannot  really  serve  the  natural  purpose  of  marriage  can 
be  very  well  proved  by  the  undeniable  fact  of  hereditary  transmis- 
sions. The  parental  endowments  are  transmitted  to  the  offspring 
either  at  the  time  of  sexual  intercourse,  when  actual  interHending 
occurs  between  the  sperm-cell  of  the  male  and  the  germ-cell  of  the 
female  (and  then  the  whole  organisation  of  the  child  is  stamped  with 
the  qualities  and  propensities',  whether  good  or  ill,  predominant  in 
the  parent  at  the  moment  of  orgasm)  : or  during  pregnancy,  suck- 
ling and  nursing.  Tho  mother  has  a greater  time  to  exercise  au 
nfluence  over  the  life  of  the  new  being- 

“ The  mother,  in  her  office,  holds  the  key 
Of  the  soul,  and  she  it  is  who  stamps  the  coin 
Of  character.’' 
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Though  little  hyperbolic,  yet  it  very  well  explains  the  part  which 
the  woman  plays  in  forming  the  generation. 

On  this  point  1 cannot  but  again  quote  Trail,  who  says  : — 

“ While  the  child  is  in  its  mother’s  womb,  it  is  liable  to  be  effect- 
ed favorably  or  injuriously  by  all  the  causes  which  effect  her  in 
one  way  or  other.  If  she  is  disordered  or  defective  in  her  vital 
functions — in  digestion,  respiration,  circulation,  excretion,  <fcc.,  its  vital 
structures  must  suffer  ; and  if  she  is  disturbed  in  her  mental  functions, 
angered,  grieved,  depressed,  die.,  its  mental  powers  must  be 
damaged.” 

“ At  the  moment  of  impregnation  both  parties  mu3t,  to 
some  extent,  transmit  their  qualities  to  the  offspring  but  either  may 
transmit  the  lesser  or  the  greater  degree  of  their  constitutional  pecu- 
liarities, thus  occasioning  the  greater  or  less  resemblance  to  one  or 
the  other  parent.  But  from  the  moment  of  conception  until  birth] 
the  influences  of  the  mother  are  constant.  During  this  period 
nothing  can  affect  her  injuriously  that  does  not  damage  her  child. 
Gross  food  may  render  it  scrofulous  ; sedentary  habits  may  cause  its 
muscles  to  be  weak  and  flabby  ; if  she  does  not  respire  sufficiently, 
it  will  be  puny  and  ancemic  ; if  she  is  dosed  with  quinine,  it  will  be 
defective  in  the  external  senses,  especially  hearing  and  seeing;  if  she 
seasons  her  food  highly  or  partakes  largely  of  grease  and  salt,  it  will 
be  troubled  with  billious  humours  and  erysipelas  ; if  she  takes  the 
preparations  of  iron  freely,  its  whole  nervous  system  will  be  shattered  ; 
if  she  employs  opiates  and  alkali  for  transient  pains  and  foul 
stomach,  its  liver  will  be  torpid  and  its  bowels  will  be  constipated ; 
and  if  she  toils  excessively  and  is  kept  in  a condition  of  constant 
weariness,  it  will  be  uncouth  at  least  imperfect,  or  unbalanced  and 
unsymmetrical  in  form,  feature  and  expression. 

“ So  too  with  mental  influences.  A fit  of  passion,  a frightful 
narrative,  a terrible  sight,  a grievous  fortune,  an  unhappy  home,  an 
unkind  husband,  a suffering  child  to  care  for,  and  so  forth,  are  each,  and 
all  causes  of  abnormal  conditions  on  the  part  of  the  mother  and  con- 
sequent deterioration  on  the  part  of  the  child.” 

That  an  unbounded  license  of  polygamy  is  an  evil  which  under- 
mines society,  I do  admit ; but  polygamy  allowed  in  concordance 
with  the  spirit  of  Islam  is,  I believe,  a blessing  to  society. 

“ Polygamy,”  says  Canon  Taylor,  “is  a more  difficult  question 
(than  slavery).  Moses  did  not  prohibit  it.  It  was  practised  by  David, 
and  it  is  not  directly  forbidden  in  the  New  Testament.  Mohammed  limit- 
ed the  unbounded  license  of  polygamy  ; it  is  the  exception  rather 
than  the  rule  in  the  most  civilised  Moslem  lands,  European  Turkey, 
Algiers,  and  Egypt.*  Ploygamy  with  all  its  evils  has  its  counterbal- 
ancing advantages.  It  has  abolished  female  infanticide,  and  gives 


* A case  of  polygamy  was  unknown  in  Candia,  amongst  a population  of 
40,000  Mussalmans.”  Urquhart.  “ Spirit  of  the  East”  Yol  II.,  page  388. 
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every  woman  a legal  protector.  Owing  to  ploygamy,  Moslem  countries 
are  free  from  professional  outcasts,  a greater  reproach  to  Christendom 
than  ploygamy  to  Islam.  The  strictly  regulated  ploygamy  of  Moslem 
lands  is  infinitely  less  degrading  to  women  and  less  injurious  to  men, 
than  the  promiscuous  ployandry,  which  is  the  curse  of  Christian  cities 
and  which  is  absolutely  unknown  in  Islam.  The  ployandrous  English 
are  not  entitled  to  cast  stones  at  polygamous  Moslems.  Let  us  first 
pluck  out  the  beam  from  our  own  eye,  before  we  meddle  with  the  mote 
in  our  brother’s  eye.” 

An  objection  might  here  be  raised  that  all  I have  said  places  man 
on  a much  higher  position  than  woman.  Why  is  she  not  allowed  to 
have  a second  husband  when  the  previous  one  does  not  concord  to  her 
will,  or  is  not  able  to  respond  to  her  desires  1 She  cannot  have  a second 
husband,  for  that  would  lead  to  the  pernicious  system  of  polyandry, 
and  it  would  be,  moreover,  difficult  for  her  to  keep  in  her  home  one 
whom  she  cannot  provide  for.  What  is  best  for  her  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, is  to  seek  separation  and  that  ought  to  be  allowed  her  by 
nature,  so  that  she  might  get  a fit  associate. 

This  leads  me  now  to  consider  whether  it  would  be  lawful  by 
Nature  to  dissolve  the  matrimonial  bond  ; or  whether  the  system  of 
divorce  could  have  any  room  in  the  healthy  development  of  a social 
orgainsation.  But  instead  of  dealing  with  the  question  separately 
I will  first  consider  what  is  the  true  teaching  of  Islam,  as  far  as  I 
am  able  to  understand  it,  with  regard  to  marriage  and  divorce,  and 
that  according  to  the  Mohammadan  system,  woman  occupies  a very 
elevated  position,  and  is  not  merely  regarded  to  be  a movable  property, 
as  it  is  considered  by  non-Islamic  nations.  The  laws  of  Islam  with 
regard  to  marriage  are  : — 

c.  Marriage  is  allowed  or  essential  to  such  men  only  who  pos- 
sess both  bodily  powers  and  riches.  A poor  man  with  bodily 
strength  would  wait  until  his  condition  is  bettered.  “ Strong  and 
wealthy  men,”  says  the  Popliet,  “ should  enter  into  matrimony,  for 
marriage  keeps  away  evil  propensities,  and  one  who  is  not  wealthy 
should  keep  fasts,  for  fasting  will  pacify  his  sexual  passions.” 

b.  A man  who  wishes  to  enter  into  matrimony  should  keep 
in  view  two  objects  : — 

1.  Gratification  of  his  desire  and  purity  of  his  mind. 

2.  A desire  for  good  offspring. 

c.  If  a man  cannot  have  one  or  both  of  these  objects  accom- 
plished by  marrying  one  wife  ; e.  g., 

1.  When  the  previous  wife  is  sterile. 

2.  When  the  children  have  turned  immoral,  and  their  mother 
has  arrived  at  her  critical  age. 

3.  When  the  children  are  not  possessed  of  qnalites  desired  by 
their  parents, 
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4.  When  the  children  are  all  feminine,  «tc.,  lire. 

Under  these  circumstancss  he  might  have  more  wives  than  one 
provided  his  affluent  condition  and  bodily  strength  enable  him  to 
behave  towards  them  properly  in  observing  justice  and  equality  in  their 
rights.  He  may  have  two  wives  or  three  or  four,  but  he  can  never  be 
a husband  of  more  wives  then  four  at  the  same  time. 

d.  The  social  duties  of  a husband  towards  his  wife  are  the  same 
as  those  of  the  latter  towards  the  former  ; but  the  husband  as  man  is 
superior  to  the  wife  as  woman.  This  superiority  is  established  by 
two  facts  : — 

1.  With  regard  to  natural  endowments. — Although  woman  excels 
man  in  certain  qualities — beauty,  delicacy,  tenderness,  management  of 
household  businesses,  rearing  of  children,  and  so  on, yet  she  is  excelled 
by  him  in  most  of  intellectual  powers  that  have  a direct  bearing  upon 
social  economy. 

2.  With  regard  to  their  position  in  the  family.  — Iu  almost  every 
society  man  is  the  direct  and  the  chief  productive  member, 
the  woman  indirectly  helping  him  in  production,  and  disposing  of  what 
he  earns  in  a faithful  manner. 

e.  Before  marriage,  each  of  the  pair  should  see  the  other  and 
have  a complete  satisfaction  with  regard  to  his  or  her  fitness  as  an 
associate  for  life. 

/.  If  the  guardian  of  a woman  who  has  attained  her  age  of 
puberty, — whether  she  be  a widow  or  is  as  yet  unmarried, — give  her 
hand  to  some  one  without  her  permission  or  consent,  the  marriage  is 
illegal  and  the  woman  can  have  it  dissolved. 

g.  If  the  parties  have  fixed  any  conditions  at  or  before  the  mar- 
riage, (provided  these  conditions  do  not  involve  sin  against  God,  nor 
any  encroachment  upon  the  rights  of  his  creatures),  these  must  be  ful- 
filled ; and  if  one  party  does  not,  the  other  can  have  them  fulfilled  by 
force ; and  if  force  be  of  no  avail,  that  party  can  have  the  marriage 
abrogated. 

h.  The  dissolubility  of  marriage  is  only  allowed  under  certain 
conditions  ; viz., 

If  without  separation  the  parties  are  apt  to  commit  vices  or  to 
encroach  upon  the  rights  of  their  fellow-beings,  as  may  happen  if  the 
woman  becomes  immoral  or  injures  the  husband  by  words  or  by  actions, 
while  the  husband  be  not  able  to  bear  it,  and  be  rather  ready  to  inflict 
severer  injury  upon  her  ; or,  if  the  husband  be  not  able  to  observe  the 
rights  of  his  wife,  while  she  be  not  patient  and  relaxing. 

i.  If  the  objects  of  marriage  are  not  accomplished  and  separation 
becomes  unavoidable,  even  then  the  dissolubility  should  not  be  taken 
lightly.  Separation  should  not  be  affected  at  once ; for  a natural 
groping  after  the  last  link  of  that  matrimonial  chain  might  very 
likely  bring  about  reconciliation. 
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From  these  laws  we  learn  the  following  facts : — 

1-  That  early  marriage  is  not  at  all  allowed  by  Islamic  law. 

2.  That  a man  should  not  marry  simply  to  satisfy  his  animal 
appetite,  for  bodily  strength  alone  does  not  necssitate  marriage  unless 
it  is  accompanied  by  wealth.  This  shows  a great  regard  for  woman 
evidenced  by  the  nobleness  of  the  objects  which  a man  is  directed  to 
keep  in  view  from  marriage. 

3.  Husband  and  wife  are  placed  on  the  same  rank  regarding 
their  duties  towards  each  other,  as  far  as  family  and  marriage  are 
concerned.  The  wife,  however,  holds  a subordinate  position,  not 
because  of  her  being  a wife,  but  simply  for  her  being  a woman.  A 
very  elevated  position  is  thus  given  to  woman  when  she  becomes 
a wife. 

4.  Monogamy  is  so  highly  valued  that  the  pair  are  directed  to 
see  and  satisfy  each  other  before  they  get  married,  and  that  a marriage 
without  the  woman’s  consent  is  abrogable  at  her  will.  These  principles 
practically  leave  a very  little  scope  for  polygamy  ; and  if  people  act 
according  to  the  spirit  ( and  not  to  the  letter)  of  the  precept, 
polygamy  would  become  rare. 

5.  Great  regard  is  observed  for  the  matrimonial  bond  ; for  a 
marriage  once  effected  is  difficult  of  dissolution  except  under  certain 
reasonable  circumstances.  The  method  of  separation  also  indicates 
a distinct  intention  of  not  breaking  the  sacred  union. 

6.  Free  license  of  polygamy  is  prevented  by  threefold  restric- 
tions. 

a.  Certain  circumstances  in  themselves  of  a very  limited  nature, 

b.  The  observance  of  equality  and  justice  in  the  rights  of  all 
wives. 

c.  The  number  is  reduced  to  four  and  only  four. 

7.  Woman  has  the  equal  right  with  man  of  choosing  her  as- 
sociate. 

Divorce. 

Divorce,  inasmuch  as  it  derogates  from  the  respect  due  to  the 
sacred  marriage  bond,  and  “ destroys  man’s  confidence  in  woman’s 
fidelity,”  is  one  of  the  most  deplorable  nuisances  of  society  ; because  on 
the  one  hand  the  seperation  of  the  parents  would  have  an  extremely 
injurious  effect  upon  the  offspring,  and  on  the  other,  lustful  men  and 
women  would  likely  make  it  a shield  for  the  exercise  of  their  immoral 
propensities.  But,  if  divorce  were  not  allowed,  greater  injuries 
would  result— to  the  individual  from  the  incompatibility  of  disposition 
of  the  married  couple,  and  to  society  at  large,  from  the  direct 
effect  that  will  be  produced  upon  the  children  by  means  of  hereditary 
transmissions,  and  by  the  frequent  society  of  parents  until  their  whole 
character  is  stamped.  In  order  to  remove,  or  at  least  alleviate  these 
unavoidable  evils,  the  founder  of  Islam  allowed  divorce,  and  he  per- 
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mitted  to  divorced  parties  three  distinct  opportunities,  each  after  r» 
period  of  one  month,  so  that  they  might  during  this  time  try  to  reunite 
the  link  that  they  were  going  to  break  asuuder. 

John  Milton,  in  his  work  entitled  “ A Treatise  of  the  Christian 
Doctrine,”  has  almost  exhausted  the  subject.  I canuot  help  givin" 
you  a resume  of  his  quotation. 

Says  the  able  and  learned  author  : — 

“ Marriage,  by  its  definition,  is  a union  of  the  most  intimate  na- 
ture, but  not  indissoluble  or  indivisible  as  some  contend,  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  subjoined  : — Matt  XIX,  5,  they  luo  shall  be  one  flesh.  These 
words  properly  considered,  do  not  imply  that  marriage  is  absolutely 
indissoluble,  but  only  that  it  ought  not  to  be  lightly  dissolved. 
For  it  is  upon  the  institution  itself  and  the  due  observance  of  all  its 
parts,  that  what  follows  respecting  the  indissolubility  of  marriage 
depends,  whether  the  words  be  considered  in  the  light  of  a com- 
mand, or  of  a natural  consequence.  Hence  it  is  said,  for  this  cause 

shall  a mait  leave  father  and  mother and  they  tioo  shall  be  one 

flesh  : that  is  to  say,  if  according  to  the  nature  of  the  institution 
as  laid  down  in  the  preceding  verses,  Genises  it.,  18-20,  the  wife  be 
an  help-mate  for  the  husband  ; or,  in  other  words,  it  good-will,  love, 
help,  comfort,  fidelity,  remain  unshaken  on  both  sides,  which,  accord- 
ing to  universal  acknowledgment  is  the  essential  form  of  marriage. 
But  if  the  essential  form  is  dissolved,  it  follows  that  the  marriage  itself 
is  virtually  dissolved. 

“ Great  stress  is  however  laid  upon  an  expression  in  the  next 
verse — what  God  hath  joined  together,  let  no  man  put  asunder.  What 
is  it  that  God  hath  joined  together,  the  institution  of  marriage  itself 
declares.  God  has  only  joiued  what  admits  of  union,  what  is  good, 
what  is  honorable ; he  has  not  made  provision  for  unnatural  and 
monstrous  associations,  pregnant  only  with  dishonor,  with  misery, 
with  hatred  and  with  calamity.  It  is  not  God  who  forms  such 
unions,  but  violence,  or  rashness,  or  error,  or  the  influence  of  some 
evil  genius.  Why,  then,  should  it  be  unlawful  to  deliver  ourselves 
from  so  pressing  an  intestine  evil  ? 

“The  third  passage  is  Deut : XXIV,  I. — When  a man  hath  taken 
a wife,  and  married  her,  and  it  comes  to  pass  that  she  find  no  favor 
in  his  eyes,  because  he  hath  found  some  uncleanness  in  her,  then  let 
him  write  her  a bill  of  divorcement  and  give  it  in  her  hand  and 
send  her  out  of  his  house.  There  is  no  room  here  for  the  charge  of  hardness 
heart  of  supposing  the  cause  alleged  to  be  a true  and  not  a fictitious 
one.  For,  since  it  is  evident  from  the  institution  itself, 
God  gave  a wife  to  man  at  the  beginning,  to  the  intent  that  she  should 
be  his  help  and  solace  and  delight,  if,  as  often  happens,  she 
should  eventually  prove  to  be  rather  a source  of  sorrow,  of  ruin,  of  tor- 
ment, of  calamity,  why  should  we  think  that  we  are  displeasing  God 
by  divorcing  such  a one.?  I should  attribute  hardness  of  heart 
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rather  to  him  who  retained  her,  than  to  him  who  sent  her  away  under 
such  circumstances ; and  not  I alone,  but  Solomon  himself,  or  rather 
the  spirit  of  the  Lord  itself  speaking  by  the  mouth  of  Solomon — Prov  : 
XXX  ! 21-23  : For  three  things  the  earth  is  disquieted,  and  for  four 

which  it  cannot  bear ; for  an  odious  woman  when  she  is  married 

God,  therefore,  appears  to  have  enacted  this  law  by  the  month  of  Moses, 
and  reiterated  it  by  that  of  the  Prophet,  with  the  view  not  of  giving  scope 
to  the  hard-heartedness  of  the  husband,  but  of  rescuing  the  unhappy  wife 
from  its  influence  wherever  the  case  required  it.  For  there  is  no  hard* 
heartedness  in  dismissing  honorably  and  freely  her  whose  own  fault  it 
is  that  she  is  not  loved.  That  one  who  is  not  beloved,  who  is  on  the 
conrtary  deservedly  neglected,  and  an  object  of  dislike  and  hatred, 
that  a wife  thus  situated  should  be  retained  in  pursuance  of  a most 
vexatious  law,  under  a yoke  of  the  heaviest  slavery  (for  such  is  mar- 
riage without  love)  to  one  who  entertains  for  her  neither  attachment 
nor  friendship,  would  indeed  be  a hardship  more  cruel  than  any  divorce 
whatever,” 

Thus  we  see  that  the  Islamic  doctrines  of  polygamy  and  divorce, 
as  they  are  in  a remarkable  correspondence  with  the  demands  of 
nature,  form  a proof  of  the  dispensation  being  a revealed  one. 

Lastly,  we  have  to  considev  the  various  causes  of  the  present  poly- 
gamy in  practice  among  the  Mohammadans ; whether  this  polygamy 
truly  represents  the  Islamic  doctrine  or  not. 

I believe,  that  by  far  the  largest  majority  of  the  cases  of  existing 
polygamy  are  not  due  to  true  religious  demands.  They  are  mostly 
due  to  any  one  of  the  following  causes. 

1.  Want  of  education  among  the  female  half  of  our  society. 

2.  Want  of  religious  as  well  as  liberal  education  in  most  of  the 
polygamists. 

3.  Power  and  riches  which  blind  the  eye  and  the  sole  object  be- 
comes the  gratification  of  animal  appetite. 

4.  The  ties  of  custom  : — 

a.  The  husband  and  wife  do  not  see  each  other,  and  even  in  some 
cases  they  do  not  know  each  other. 

b.  Early  marriage. 

c.  The  husband  and  wife  are  generally  subject  to  compulsion  by 
their  parents  or  by  their  guardians. 

A full  treament  of  each  of  these  points  would  require  a separata 
lecture,  and  I have,  therefore,  only  submitted  them  to  your  considera- 
tion. As  far  as  I myself  have  been  able  to  consider  them,  I have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  as  the  word  of  God  and  the  word  of  the  Prophet 
have  been  very  lightly  taken  in  most  of  the  existing  cases  of  polygamy, 
they  are  to  a large  extent  illegal.  It  is  such  perverted  practices  that 
represent  to  other  nations  the  principles  of  our  Dispensation.  It  is 
such  practices  that  render  Islam  in  the  eyes  of  others  a system  in- 
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jurious  to  society,  anil  subject  it  to  criticisms  which  are  entirely 
based  on  ignorance  and  misunderstanding.  A Moslem  in  fact  ought 
to  be  ashamed, — as  I at  this  moment  feel  myself  to  be, — when  ho 
defends  the  principles  of  his  religion,  while  lie  finds  them  deformed 
and  perverted  in  practice  among  his  co-religionists. 

The  principles  of  Islam  do  not  require  any  new  reformation  or  any 
new  interpretation  ; what  Islam  requires  is  reform  in  practice.  The 
educated  people  of  our  community  need  not  tronble  their  brains  with 
the  idea  of  reforming  their  religion  and  bending  its  truths  to 
eoncord  with  their  own  tendencies.  They  need  not  uphold  it  theo- 
retically, while  they  ignore  it  practically.  There  are  not  few  of  the 
so-called  educated  Mohammadans,  who,  while  they  profess  themselves 
as  advocates  of  reform,  are  bold  enough  tc  insult  their  religion  in  its 
very  face.  If  you  were  to  ask  about  them,  “do  they  6ay  the  namaz, 
, do  they  keep  fasts,  do  they  ever  read  the  Quran  or  do  they  ever 
( perform  their  religious  duties  ’’  you  would  very  probably  meet  with  a 
negative  answer.  Again,  if  you  were  to  trace  the  source  of  their- 
knowledge  of  Islam,  you  would  certainly  find  that  it  was  some  non- 
Moslem  author.  Their  information  is,  on  the  one  hand,  mostly  in- 
accurate and  tinged  with  a prejudiced  criticism,  while  on  the  other,  it 
is  second  hand.  They  count  upon  a knowledge  which  is  entirely  un- 
reliable. They  are  very  zealous  reformers,  but  they  do  not  know 
what  they  are  about  to  reform.  They  erect  a large  superstructure  of 
arguments  upon  a foundation  which  consists  of  no  more  than  sand. 
They  attempt  to  concord  their  Scripture  with  science,  both,  or  at 
least  one  of  which,  they  do  not  know.  Their  own  poor  understanding 
is  the  so-called  scentific  criterion  by  which  they  test  the  teuability  of 
the  sacred  doctrines  of  their  religion.  Their  words  are  worthy  of  no 
regard  and,  I assure  you,  they  will  ever  be  disregarded. 


